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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communications filed on 08/30/2007. 
Claims 1-7, 16-21 and 24-28 are pending and have been examined. 

2. The information disclosure statement (I.D.S) filed on 02/12/2004 and 
1 1 /1 5/2004 are considered. 

Election/Restrictions 

3. Claims 8-1 5, 22-23, 29-43 are withdrawn from further consideration 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there 
being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse 
in the reply filed on 08/30/2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying 
out his invention. 

5. Claims 1-7 and 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
because the specification, while being enabling for "user X (first user) sends the 
secret code to user Y (second user) via a mode outside of the communication 
environment." (See specification, page 16, paragraph 41), does not reasonably 
provide enablement for "the code being transmitted by the first user to a second 
user outside of the multi-user communication environment". The specification 
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does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and use the invention commensurate in scope 
with these claims. The scope of the specification discloses that the second user 
(user Y) is associated with the multi-user communication environment (See 
specification, pages 15-16, paragraphs 39-41), no support of disclosure found in 
the specification that states the second user (user Y) is outside of the multi-user 
communication environment. However, the specification discloses a method of 
sending the secret code from user X (first user) to user Y (second user) via a 
mode outside of the multi-user communication environment (See specification, 
page 16, paragraph 41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Harvey et al. (PGPUB: US 2002/0059379 A1) 

With respect to claim 21, Harvey teaches a multi-user communication 
environment for real-time communication between two users, the environment 
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comprising: an electronic locking and unlocking means that allows at least one of 
a real-time open or secure chat (Harvey: page 1 , paragraph 4, and page 6, 
paragraph 57, public and private chat.). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
1 48 USPQ 459 (1 966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. Claims 1-7, 16-20 and 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Harvey et al. (PGPUB: US 2002/0059379 A1) in view 
of Maehiro (PGPUB: US 2002/0062348 A1). 

With respect to claim 1, Harvey teaches a method for initiating 
communication in real-time between two users in a multi-user communication 
environment (Harvey: fig. 1 ), the method comprising: 
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providing an invitation to a first user, the invitation being transmitted by the 
first user to a second user outside of the multi-user communication environment 
(Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraphs 64-66 and page 13, paragraph 127, noted 
that the user sends invitation to other users to join the community.); 

whereby the second user initiates real-time and secure communication 
with the first user after the invitation is authenticated in the multi-user 
communication environment (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraph 66 and page 13, 
paragraphs 127-128, noted that the invited user is approved by the central 
controller and launches the application to establish a communication with the 
community.). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID 
number.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the invitation data format as taught 
by Maehiro in Harvey's invention in order to allow the server to efficiently identify 
the area of the database (Harvey: page 1, paragraph 14). 

With respect to claim 2, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the invitation is provided by the multi-user communication environment 
(Harvey: fig. 1, and page 7, paragraphs 64-67.). 
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However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID 
number.). 

With respect to claim 3, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 2, 
wherein the multi-user communication environment is an online multiplayer 
gaming environment (Harvey: fig. 6, page 4, paragraph 39 and page 12, 
paragraphs 121-123, gaming environment.). 

With respect to claim 4, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the invitation is transmitted by the first user through at least one of an 
email program, a telephone conversation, a handwritten note, a chat room 
program, direct communication, a instant message program, and a facsimile 
(Harvey: page 7, paragraph 64.). 

With respect to claim 5, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the first user initiates real-time and secure communication with the 
second user after the code is authenticated in the multi-user communication 
environment (Harvey: page 7, paragraph 66 and page 13, paragraphs 127-128). 

With respect to claim 6, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the code comprises a sequence of symbols (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, 
paragraphs 64-66 and page 13, paragraph 127, noted the invitation message.). 



Application/Control Number: 10/677,958 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2145 

With respect to claim 7, Harvey teaches all of the claimed limitations, 
except that he does not explicitly teach that the code comprises a sequence of 
alpha-numeric symbols. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID 
number.). 

With respect to claim 16, Harvey teaches a multi-user communication 
environment for real-time and secure communication between two users 
(Harvey: fig. 1), the environment comprising: 

a server for authenticating an invitation entered by a first user (Harvey: 
figures 1 & 6, page 13, page 7, paragraph 66 and paragraphs 127-128, noted the 
central controller); 

said server allowing real-time and secure communication between the first 
and a second user in the multi-user communication environment after the 
invitation is authenticated (Harvey: figures 1 & 6, page 13, page 7, paragraph 66 
and paragraphs 127-128). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID 
number.). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the invitation data format as taught 
by Maehiro in Harvey's invention in order to allow the server to efficiently identify 
the area of the database (Harvey: page 1 , paragraph 1 4). 

With respect to claim 17, Harvey teaches the multi-user communication 
environment according to claim 16, wherein the invitation is entered in the 
environment via a keyboard terminal (Harvey: fig. 1 , page 3, paragraph 35 and 
page 7, paragraph 69, keyboard.). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID 
number.). 

With respect to claim 18, Harvey teaches the multi-user communication 
environment according to claim 16, wherein the server provides the invitation to 
the second user (Harvey: page 13, page 7, paragraph 66 and paragraphs 127- 
128). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39). 
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With respect to claim 19, Harvey teaches the multi-user communication 
environment according to claim 16, wherein the second user delivers the 
invitation to the first user by at least one of an email program, a telephone 
conversation, a handwritten note, a chat room program, direct communication, a 
instant message program, and a facsimile (Harvey: page 7, paragraph 64.). 

In regard to claim 20, the limitations of this claim are substantially the 
same as those in claim 3. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 3 is 
used to reject claim 20. By this rationale claim 20 is rejected. 

With respect to claim 24, Harvey teaches a readable media having 
instructions for facilitating communication in real-time between two users in a 
multi-user communication environment, the instructions performing steps 
comprising: 

allowing the two users to communicate within the multi-user 
communication environment by selecting from a menu of pre-determined words 
(Harvey: fig. 4, page 9, paragraphs 83, & 91, noted the community GUI.); 

providing an invitation to a first one of the two users, wherein the menu 
fails to provide for the transmission of the unique code to the other of the two 
users thus requiring the invitation to be transmitted by the first one of the two 
users to the other of the two users outside of the multi-user communication 
environment (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraphs 64-66 and page 13, paragraph 
127, noted that the user sends invitation to other users to join the community.); 
and 
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allowing the other of the two users to transmit free form communications 
to the first one of the two users upon the other of the two users authenticating the 
invitation with the multi-user communication environment (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, 
paragraph 66 and page 13, paragraphs 127-128, noted that the invited user is 
approved by the central controller and launches the application to establish a 
communication with the community.). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation 
comprise of a unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1, paragraphs 11 and 14, and 
page 3, paragraphs 38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID 
number.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the invitation data format as taught 
by Maehiro in Harvey's invention in order to allow the server to efficiently identify 
the area of the database (Harvey: page 1, paragraph 14). 

In regard to claim 25, the limitations of this claim are substantially the 
same as those in claim 6. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 6 is 
used to reject claim 25. By this rationale claim 25 is rejected. 

In regard to claim 26, the limitations of this claim are substantially the 
same as those in claim 3. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 3 is 
used to reject claim 26. By this rationale claim 26 is rejected. 
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With respect to claim 27, Harvey teaches the readable media according to 
claim 24, wherein the invitation is provided in response to a request by the first 
one of the two users (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraphs 64-66 and page 13, 
paragraph 127). 

With respect to claim 28, Harvey teaches the readable media according to 
claim 24, wherein the unique code is valid for a limited period of time (Harvey: fig. 
5, page 11, paragraphs 112-113). 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

• Harvey et al. (Patent no.: US 6,784,901 B1 ) discloses a method for the 
delivery of a chat message in a 3D multi-user environment. 

• Multerer et al. (PGPUB: US 2002/0126846 A1) discloses a multiple user 
authentication for online console-based gaming sytem. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Lin Liu whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1447. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30am - 
5:00pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571 ) 272-3933. The 
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fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




*3ason cardone 
supervisory patent examiner 




